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On February 3 ,  1995, Wayna Richnrdoon, ot (11, (l'Complninnntn'l) 

filcd a complaint nciming Dnrnooburg Wntor Aflnocintion 

(l'Barncoburg") an daiicndoiil: I 'Pho Coiapl(i:I.n;lnt:n (11  I.ngnd t.hnt while 

Barnosburg had boon grcintod funding by tho Pormar'n Home 

Administration for an oxpanoion projocl: which included the 

proportion occupiud by tho Complalriantri, Bnrnanburg no longar 

intcndcd to includo tho Complulnnntn' propertion i n  tho projoct , 

Tho Complainonto furthor nllogod thut tho docl.nion by tho Preoidont 

of Barnosburg not to includa tho Comploinanto' proportion "was 

bascd on pornonal reanonti und not mado i n  good fnith." 

On February 14, 1935, tho Cominiooion ordored Barnonburg to 

I'Satisfy or Anflwor" tho complnint , Barnaoburg anowered on February 

2 4 ,  1995, stating that tho Complainanto had failad to fltate a claim 

on which rolicf could bo grontod. While admitting that it had 

curtnilod a portion of tho oxpcinoion project, thoroby oxcluding the 

Complainonto, Barnonburg atotod that lto decinion to do 00 wan 

"reasonablo and prudont," and within i t o  tlmanagerial discretion." 

Barncsburg citod ronoonu ouch an inndequato financing and tho 

presence of rock. 



. . 
Barnesburg had submitted to the Commission on December 8, 

1994, an application for R Certificate of Public Convenience and 

Necessity to undertake the expansion project brought into question 

by the Complainants, as well as for approval of its proposed 

financing plan for the project, and for approval of increased water 

ratea due to the project. On March 24, 1995, the Commission 

rejected Barnesburg's application because Barneeburg is no longer 

recognized by the Commission as a utility. Barnesburg was ordered 

by the Cornmission on February 22, 1988, to merge with three other 

water associations. 

Without a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity, the 

expansion project cannot be constructed. The matter brought by the 

Complainants is consequently moot at this time. Their complaint 

should therefore be dismissed. If at some future date a utility 

recognized by the Commission applies for a Certificate of Public 

Convenience and Necessity regarding the same expansion project and 

the same iosue arises, the Complainants may refile their complaint. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the complaint be and hereby is 

dismissed. 

Done at Frankfort, Kentucky, this 5th day of April, 1995. 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

ATTEST 


